Q.  So that leads me to the next question.

Why did you feel that this was an unwarrantable

failure?

A.     Because that's  an  area that  should  be  included
in the  examination.     Regulations  require,   on  the
belt  haulage  examinations,   that  dates,   times
and  initials  be placed  in  a  sufficient  number  of
places  to  indicate  that  the  entire  belt  haulage
has  been examined.

Q.      All  right.

A.  There were no dates, times and initials there
for the two previous shifts.  And, I stated
earlier, I did talk to the day shift Foreman that
did have a date up there the prior day.  I stated
his comments.

Q.  Now, the Citation you issued was for failure
to make the preshift examinations for the two
shifts?  Is that right?

A.  No, I did not.  The Citation I issued under
303(a)7

Q.  Yes.

A.  I cited, it was, the dates, times and initials
were not evident to indicate that the area had
been examined.  There's no way I could say they
did not examine it.

Q.  All right.  Well now, that's what I'm saying.
That doesn't mean the same thing, does it?

A.  No.  I just cited them for not placing their
dates, times and initials there to indicate
they had been there.

Q.  Now, if the place where the fellow would
normally write that information was down on the
ground, would he have a place to write it?

A.  They were dating up right on the belt
guarding.  Primarily, right on the guarding between
the two posts.  That's where the previous day
shift Foreman's date was.

Q.  Did you ever determine whether or not the

two fellows that are required to make the preshift

actually made it?
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